‘;h-..T {In Archive} Re: Fw: SEP Proposal |1
e Aaron Setran Rich Campbell 11/01/2007 09:25 AM
Eric Byous, David Albright

Aaron Setran/R9/USEPA/US
Rich Campbell/R9/USEPA/US@EPA,

Eric Byous/RO/USEPA/US@EPA, David AlbrighY R9/USEPA/US@EPA
This message is being viewed in an archive.

Rich:

The cost of treating effluent to "reclaimed" standards for irrigation purposes, as proposed by PineView,
would be substantial given the technology required. Pineview's current treatment system is primarily
based on an aeration treatment process, and works well given their reliance on subsurface injection to
cleanse the effluent of pollutants and pathogens. The current system does not attempt to remove solids
from the effluent (i.e., no sludge is produced via the treatment process)....although their is a reduction in
solids via the aeration treatment process. Most systems that I'm familiar with, which use their effluent as
reclaimed water, employ advanced treatment technologies, such as sequence and membrane batch
reactors. Sand-beds and sand-filters are another way to go, however probably not as effective as the
batch reactors. Such technologies "polish" effluents by effectively removing more solids from the
wastewater............ pollutants and pathogens like to "cling" to solids, so the more you remove, the cleaner
your final effluent. These technologies can cost hundreds of thousands of dollars, and require substantial
oversight from an O&M perspective. If EPA were to consider PineView's SEP proposal, we'd likely rely on
the State of Nevada's criteria for "reclaimed water standards". To meet such standards, PineView would
more than likely have to invest substantially into a more advanced treatment system at the site........... are
they willing to do this?

Aaron Carr Setran

U.S. EPA, Water Division

75 Hawthorne St.

San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3457

Rich Campbell/R9/USEPA/US

Rich Campbell/R9/USEPA/US
To Aaron Setran/R9/USEPA/US@EPA
10/31/2007 04:02 PM cc

Subject Fw: SEP Proposal

fyi
I'd asked for a penalty proposal too. I'll be calling him.

This SEP is not approvable for several reason ... but can you expand on your critique that the water needs
to be better treated to apply to this open space?

Thanks,

Rich
----- Forwarded by Rich Campbel/R9/USEPA/US on 10/31/2007 04:01 PM -----



"Justin Clouser"
<jclouser@clouserlaw.com> To Rich Campbel/R9/USEPA/US@EPA
‘; ' 10/31/2007 03:42 PM cc

T

Subject SEP Proposal

Rich,

As a follow up to our telephone conversation on Monday, | would like the following SEP
proposal to be considered:

In an effort to reduce the adverse impact to public health and the environment and in
recognition of its obligation to protect and preserve the viability of the underground
sources of drinking water within its development, Pineview Estates, PTP, Inc. submits
the following proposal for a Supplemental Environmental project (SEP) as part of a
proposed Consent order for the alleged violations of the Safe Drinking Water Act
(SDWA), as described in the EPA’s Findings and Proposed Administrative Order with
Administrative Civil Penalty, Docket No. UIC-09-2007-0002.

PTP, Inc. proposes to install an irrigation system that would take treated effluent
from the final processing tank in the septic system at Drainfield B and pipe it to a
dedicated open space that is contiguous to Drainfield B. PTP, Inc. will dedicate seven
(7) acres of undeveloped land as permanent open space. The “purple pipe” water would
be used to irrigate the seven (7) acres to restore and preserve the native flora and fauna
for the benefit of the Pineview Estates community.

Besides using reclaimed water to benefit the environment, the “purple pipe”
irrigation system would reduce the use of Drainfield B, thereby reducing the possibility of
any negative impact to the underground sources of drinking water for the residents of
Pineview Estates. This would reduce the adverse impact to public health and improve
the environment.

Engineering and installation of the proposed irrigation system using reclaimed
water is not something that PTP, Inc. is legally required to do under any current statutes,
regulations, codes, or ordinances.

The proposed SEP would be engineered pursuant to EPA standards and in consultation
with the EPA. The cost of the project cannot be fairly determined at this point. There
would be costs associated with design, engineering and construction. Estimates of
these costes can be better estimated should the EPA believe this project to be an
appropriate SEP and PTP, Inc. proceeds to gather this information.

There are other costs associated with the proposal. By dedicating seven (7)
acres of open space, PTP, Inc. will forego the development of approximately 55 building
lots. The present value of those lots is h each. In essence, PTP, Inc. would
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be giving up the potential to
receive H for this property. While this is not an outlay of funds, it demonstrates
the seriousness of PTP, Inc.’s proposal.

Please contact me if you have any questions, comments or need additional
information.

Justin M. Clouser, Esq.
J. M. Clouser & Associates, Ltd.
1669 Lucerne Street, Suite A-3
Minden, Nevada 89423

(775) 782-2888

(775) 782-2333 - Facsimile

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity
to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from
disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of the message is not the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.
If you receive this message in error, please immediately delete the message and notify the author by
email or telephone at (775) 782-2888.
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